n6               THE CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON
the discovery of what is substance must be left to the scientist,
who in any case cannot even hope to settle the matter except in
respect of phenomena; 'but this rationalist proof claims validity
of something which is not a phenomenon since it is considered with-
out reference to the conditions under which we are conscious of it.
This claim, however, when we consider it further, serves to
refute the contention of rational psychology and to restore our
confidence in the Analytic.   For rationalism in its argument is
guilty of a logical fallacy or paralogism, namely that of a quaternio
terminorum or ambiguity of one of the terms which it employs.
What it does is to take the purely formal or logical unity which
certainly can be discovered in all acts of consciousness and then
treat that formal unity as something given to consciousness.  To
do this, however, involves a natural but fallacious identification
of two entities which are not properly to be regarded as identical
at all, namely the subject and object selves as revealed by self-
consciousness.  Of these the former is indeed actual but entirely
undetermined.  It is barely formal in character and possesses no
predicates. Just because it is the indispensable logical subject of
all judgement, it cannot itself be thought in terms of the categories
at all, and to say that it is substance, simple, &c., is merely a
misleading way of stating a tautology. We can certainly maintain
if we want to that it is not predicate, not complex, and so on, but
this gets us no farther. All we are entitled to say is that it is just
not an object of thought. What deludes us is the existence of the
object-self, that is, of the complex of emotions and feelings of
which we do think as a unity by means of the categories.  That
self, however, quite apart from the fact that it is given only in
experience and has no existence apart from such experience, so
that it is not the self of which rational psychology claims to treat,
is essentially temporal and therefore impermanent and unsub-
stantial in character.  Nothing but our a priori awareness of a
world of permanent things enables us to recognize it as a unity,
Thus the attempt of rationalism to discover in the soul an object
to correspond to the pure idea of an absolute subject is a failure,
and we may note that even if it were a success it would commit
us at least to a problematic idealism as regards the existence of
objects by rendering the latter less certain than, and therefore
only to be established by a doubtful inference from, the former as
Descartes was constrained by his argument to do.
The whole proceeding, however, -is now shown to be invalid and